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THE  EPISTLE!! 

A  few  days  before  we  publi^fied  our  second  num¬ 
ber,  (he  public  were  presented  with  “  a  letter  to 
the  Reformed  DuU h  Churches  of  Middleburgh, 
Coblevkill  and  Schoharie  Mountain,  by  John  F. 
Schermerboin  who  stiles  himself  their  “  affec¬ 
tionate  pastor,  and  servant  for  Christ’s  sake.” 
The  object  of  this  letter,  was  to  acquaint  (he  peo¬ 
ple,  that  he  felt  it  his  duty  not  only  to  preach  the 
truth,”  but  also  to  expose  every  attempt  that  is 
made  to  prejudice”  their  minds  against  it.  In 
this  letter,  in  which  he  endeavors  to  expose  the 
efforts  vrhic  h  as  he  conceives  are  made  to  oppose 
it,  he  attacks  this  work,  and  particularly  the  first 
number;  he  asserts  that  (he  real  cause  which 
lead  to  its  publication  w'as  enmity  to  the  truth  ; 
thereby  insinuating  that  the  do;  trines  of  the  Cal¬ 
vinists,  whic  h  this  work  isdesi^rned  to  refute,  are 
the  only  true  doctrines  of  the  Bible.  VVe  are  also 
charged  among  other  things  with  having  given  a 

false  representation”  of  the  ”  real  doctrines”  of 
the  Calvinists,  and  of  being  ”  ignorant”  of  the 

I  _ 

”  real  sentiments  of  (he  Calvinistic  divines.”  The 
number  of  our  pages,  unless  we  exclude  all  other 
matter,  will  not  permit  ua  at  this  time  to  notice  all 
the  accusations  brought  against  u«,  in  the  aliove 
mentioned  letter.  Our  atlen(i«»n  wdll  therefore  he 
directed  more  particularly  to  the  abbreviation  of 
the  articles  of  the  s}nod  oF  Dort,  by  Tilenus, 
which  Mr.  S.  says,  he  is  willing  to  believe,  we  did 
not  know  were  a  “  gross  misrepresentation  and 
falsehood;”  as  being  (he  mo-t  important,  and  en¬ 
deavor  to  show  (hat  it  is  a  fair  and  candid 
statement.  For  this  purpose  wt*  have  inserted 
under  their  proper  head  tho^e  arth-le^  which  fully 
confirm  the  assertions^of  Tilenua,  and  which  Mr. 
S.  no  doubt,  with  a  vicM'  to  avoid  (lie  force  of  (heir 
conclusions,  has  purposely  oiuilted  in  his  letter. 
To  exhibit  to  cur  readers  the  imposition  which  he 
has  attempted  to  practice  upon  the  public  hy  an 
erroneous  expo.^ition  of  (he  Cuuons  of'  the  synod  of 
Dort,  we  shall  now  proceed  to  the  first  head  of 
doctrine  which  relates  to  the  subject  of  Diviue . 
predestiaation  as  abbreviated  by  Tilenus. 

That  God,  by  an  absolute  decree,  hath  elected  to 
salvation  a  very  small  number  of  men,  without  any 
regard  to  their  faith  cr  obedience  whatsoever  ;  and 
secluded  from  saving  grace  all  the  rest  of  mankind, 
aiuJ  appointed  them,  by  the  same  decree,  to  eter¬ 


nal  damnation,  without  any  regard  to  their 
delity  or  impenitency. 

It  will  not  be  necessary  for  us  to  prove  that  the 
synod  of  Dort  hold  to  an  ”  absolute  decree”  by 
which  a  certain  number  of  persons  cannot  possibly 
fail  of  salvation  ;  while  the  rest  of  mankind,  must 
alisolutely  perish  ;  because  Mr.  S.  has  not  thought 
proper  to  deny  this  part  of  Tilenus’  abbreviat  on. 
And  with  what  sincerity  could  Mr.  S.  then  sny, 
“  that  every  assertion  of  Tilenus  in  the  first  ai ti¬ 
de  is  disproved,”  from  the  articles  of  (he  synod  of 
Dort,  when  he  perfectly  well  knew  that  this  ia 
the  sentiment  of  the  synod;  or  did  he  fear  that 
part  of  Tilenus,  and  endeavor  to  deceive  the  p^ople^ 
by  not  bringing  it  into  open  view  by  a  candid 
statement  ?  We  are  rather  inclined  to  believe,  that 
was  his  object,  especially  when  he  asserts,  ti.at 
this  absolute  decree  of  election^  “  does  not  prevent 
the  salvation  of  any  one ;”  when  he  knew,  if  he 
knows  any  thing  conc**rmng  the  sentiments  of  the 
synod,  that  the  non-elect  are  passed  by  in  the 
“  eternal  'decree,”  and  God  decreed  not  to  “  be¬ 
stow  upon  them  saving  faith  and  tlje  grace  of  con¬ 
version  !  And  does  not  this  prevent  the  sa!vjtion  of 
any  one 

Tilenus  proceeds  to  state  (hat  God  by  an  abso¬ 
lute  decree  hath  elected  to  salvation  a  very  small 
number  of  men.  The  synod  of  Dort,  say,  in  the 
lOlh  article,  Tliat  Sod  of  his  “good  plea.suie,” 
W’as  “  pleased,  out  of  the  common  mass  ol  sinners^ 
to  adopt  some  certain  persons  a--<  a  peculiar  people 
to  himself and  in  the  15th  article,  “  What  pe¬ 
culiarly  tends  to  illustrate  and  recommend  to  as 
the  eternal  and  unmerited  grace  of  election,  is  the 
express  testimony  of  sacred  scripture,  (hat  “  not 
afl^  but  5or??e  only  are  elected/ while  otheis  arc 
pa«?ed  by  in  the  eternal  decree.”  Here  (hen  wc 
see  (hat  God  out  of  the  mass  of  sinners  or  ali  man¬ 
kind  chose  only  sotnt  to  salvation,  which  conveys 
Oio  ulea  that  the  elect  are  the  smallest  Dtiiiiber* 
But  to  illuairate  this  point  more  clearly,  vve  have 
before  us,  Hellenbroeck’s  catechism,  from  which 
W’C'take  the  following  question  and  answer,  under 
the  head  of  predestination.  “  Q.  Is  this  univer^ 
sal:  are  all  men  cUcted  ?  A.  No:  the  smallest 
number,  Mat.  xx,  16,  Many  are  called,  but  few 
arc  chosen.”  Now  a  very  small  number  anri  xomc 
only^  is  one  and  the  same  thing,  while  the  smallest 
number  ia  less  than  either. 
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We  proceed  witli  Tilcnus^  That  God  by  an  ab- 
fjlute  decree  hath  elected  to  salvation  a  very  small 
number  of  men,  without  any  reg.'trd  to  their  faith 
or  obedience  ichatsoever. 

*  Synod  of  Dort,  Art.  vi.  ‘‘That  some  receive 
the  gift  of  faith  from  God,  and  others  do  not  re- 
^ceive  it,  proceeds  from  God’s  eternal  decree.’^ 
And  in  Art.  vii.  “This  elect  number,  though  by 
nature  neither  belter  nor  more  dtseir/ngthan  others, 
but  with  them  involved  in  one  common  misery,  God 
Lath  decreed  to  give  to  Christ, to  be  saved  by  him,” 
and  to  “  bestow  upon  them  true  faithy  &c.”  Art. 
ix.  “  This  election  was  not  founded  upon  foreseen 
faith  and  the  obedience  of  faithy  holiness  or  any 
other  good  quality  or  disposition  in  man,  as  the 
prerequisite,  cause  or  condition  on  which  it  de¬ 
pended  ;  but  men  are  chosen  to  fdithy  &c.  there¬ 
fore  election  is  tho  fountain  of  every  saving  good  ” 
Ill  Art.  X.  it  is  declared  that  the  “good pleasure 
of  God  is  the  iole  cause  of  this  gracious  election,” 
and  that  it  doth  not  “  consist  herein,  that  God 
foreseeing  all  possible  qualities  or  human  actions, 
elected  certain  of  these,  as  a  condition  of  salva¬ 
tion;  Arc.  For  the  children  being  not  yet  born, 
neither  having  done  any  good  or  evil,  &c.” 

That  God  in  bis  decree  of  election  had  no  re¬ 
gard  to  the  faith  or  obedience  of  the  elect,  is  evi¬ 
dent,  for  it  is  expressly  asserted,  that  the  good 
pleasure  of  God,  is  the  sole  causey  and  that  election 
IK  not  founded  upon  foreseen  faith  ot  the  obedience 
of  faith  ;  and  that  nothing  was  required  of  (hem, 
as  a  condition  of  salvation,  and  they  being  no  het^ 
ter  nor  more  deserving  than  the  reprobates,  God,' 
after  he  had  elected  them,  decreed  to  bestow  upon 
them  true  faith  &c.  And  it  further  appears  that 
the  elect  were  not  chosen  in  regard  to  t^eir  faith 
or  obedience,  for  being  involved  in  the  common 
misery  with  the  reprobates,  they  w^re  chosen  to 
faith  and  that  election  is  the  fountain  of  every  saving 
good.  Therefore  God  could  have  no  regard  for 
that  in  the  elect,  >ftbich  he  knew  they  had  not, 
nor  never  could  have,  more  than  the  reprobates, 
unless  be  bestowed  it  upon  them,  and  made  them 
obedient ;  consequently  he  most  have  had  regard 
to  his  own  faith  and  obedience.  You  now  see 
that  Tilenus  is  fortunate  enough,  to  be  correct  so 
far,  the  synod  of  Dort  proving  wbat  he  has  assert¬ 
ed. 

We  now  come  to  show  that  Tilenus  is  correct, 
when  he  says,  that  God,  “secluded  from  saving 
grace,  the  rest  of  mankind.”  In  order  to  pr«  ve 
this,  we  need  only  take  a  part  of  the  15lli  article 
where  we  read,  (hat  “  God,  out  of  his  sov’ereign. 
most  just,  irreprehensible  and  unchangeable  good 


pleasure  hath  deccreed,”  to  pass  by  the  non-elect, 
“  and  not  to  bestow  upon  them  saving  faith  and  the 
grace  of  conversion.”  Tht-re  is  no  difference  in 
secluding  and  not  bestowing  saving  grace.  Thh 
however,  Mr  S.  has  not  denied  and  yet  he  says, 
“  (hat  every  assertion  of  Tilenus  h  (he  tirst  article 
is  disproved.”  What  will  the  “community”  say 
of  sUch  deception.^  And  ought  sinnersy  to  praise' 
God  for  hit  goodness  and  mercy  to  the  chidren  of 
men because  he  has  left  the  greater  part  of  (he 

\ 

“  human  family  to  perish  in  remediless  ruin 
Tilenus  concludes  this  article,  by  saying  ‘'and 
appointed  (hem,  by  the  same  decree,  (o  eternal 
damnation,  without  any  regard  to  their  infidelity 
or  impenitency,^^  Sinte  the  good  pleasure  of  God 
is  the  sole  cause  that  any  are  elected,  and  since 
the  elect  number  are  no  belter,  nor  mure  deserv¬ 
ing  than  the  non-elect,  and  as  he  had  no  regard  to 
their  faith  or  obedience,  it  necessarily  results,  that 
God’s  good  pleasure  and  sovereign  willy  was  also 
the  sole  cause  of  the  eternal  damnation  of  the  non¬ 
elect.  For  where  is  the  righteous  discrimioa^ 
tion  between  men,  equally  involved  in  ruin”? 
Were  (he  reprobates  damned  on  account  ot  their 
impenitency  and  unbelief?  Certainly  not,  for  (hen 
would  (he  elect,  who  are  equally  obstinate  and  ob¬ 
durate,  equally  involved  in  ruin,  been  also  damned. 
But  the  tenth  article  is  conclusive  on  this  point ; 
for  Esau  was  reprobated  before  he  was  born  and 
before  he  had  done  any  evil,  therefore  God  could 
not  have'  had  any  regard  to  his  impeoitency,  in 
decreeing  his  eternal  damnation.  ‘*You  now  see 
from  the  syeod  of  Dort,  that  every  assertion  of 
Tilenus  in  the  first  article”  is  proved.  That  the 
decree  of  God,  concerning  the  salvation  and 
demnation  of  mankind  is  an  absolute  decree.  That 
instead  of  a  “  great  multitude”  or  the  great¬ 
er  part  of  ' mankind,  some  only  or  a  very  small 
number  are  elected  ;  and  that  Ihe  sole  cause  of  the 
election  of  any,  is  the  good  pleasure  and  sovereign 
will  of  God,  ami  not  any  regard  to  their  faith  or 
obedience,  election  not  being  founded  uf.on  fore¬ 
seen  faith  and  the  chedience  of  failhy  Ajc.”  I'tial 
the  rest  of  mankind  or  the  non-elect  are  secluded 
from  saving  grace  ;  God,  out  of  his hovf  reign, 
and  unchangeable  good  pleasure”  decreed  “no/  to 
bestow  upon  them  saving  faith  and  the  grace  of  con- 
verston ,”  and  appointed  them  to  eternal  damna¬ 
tion,  without  any  regard  to  their  infidelity  or  im- 
penitencyy  they  being  by  nature  neither  worse  nor 
more  deserving  of  eternal  damnatioo  than  others  ; 
God  hath  decreed  to  pass  by  out  of  his  sovereign, 
most  just,  irreprehensible  and  u  ichangeable  ood 
pleasure,”  lo  show  the  “  righteous  disc riuiinaJ ion 
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Wt\#een  men,  equally  invoh’ed  in  ruin.”  ‘‘For 
children  being;  not  yet  born,  ocilher  having 
done  any  good  or  evil,  fee,”  “Jacob  have  1  lov¬ 
ed,  but  Esau  have  1  haled.” 

In  c^onclnsion,  we  will  take  the  liberty  to  address 
a  (ew  words  to  the  Rev.  John  F.  Schermerhorn  in 
particular.  With  you, we  leel  no  disposition  to  enter 
into  a  personal  controversy.  The  design  of  this 
publication,  was  fully  expressed  in  our  first  num¬ 
ber.  Its  object  is  to  exhibit  and  refute  the  gene¬ 
ral  principles  of  the  Calvinisfic  faith  ;  and  not  to 
dispute  with  every  individual  who  may  profess 
those  principles.  And  had  you  not  in  an  uncharita¬ 
ble  manner,  endeavored  to  destroy  the  public 
confidence  in  this  work,  by  misrepresenting  t  h 
motives  which  lead  to  its  publication  ;  we  should 
never  have  inserted  in  our  pages,  any  thing  that 
could  have  had  a  direct  reference  to  yourself,  or 
any  other  individual  not  having  an  immed  iate  con¬ 
nection  with  this  controversy,.  But  in  your  official 
capacity  and  under  the  sanction  and  authority  of 
your  name,  you  have  assailed  the  Luminary,  and 
endeavored  to  fix  unju«t  im|>utations  u|>on  the 
character  of  this  work.  We  stand  charged,  in 
your  letter,  of  “  resorting  to  mere  human  authori¬ 
ty  to  support  our  doctrine.”  Having  remarked 
that  this  was  contrary  to  the  example  of  Luther 
and  the  reformers,  ‘‘  who  appealed  from  the  au¬ 
thority  of  men  to  the  word  of  God,  as  the  only 
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rule  of  faith  and  practice,”  you  proceed  to  say, 
“  and  this  is  the  only  authority  tint  Calvinists 
have  ever  acknowledged,  that  their  faith  should 
not  stand  in  the  wisdom  of  men,  but  the  power  o^ 
God.'’  Since  we  found  (his  assertion,  resting  upon 
no  ottier  authority,  hut  that  of  jour  simple  decla¬ 
ration,  we  were  induced  to  examine  it  the  more 
carefully.  Aod  we  shall  now  proceed  to  show 
how  far  yoii  are  entitled^ to  credit,  and  how  far 
Calvinists  in  (heir  ecclesiastical  proceedings,  have 
“  acknowledged  the  authority  of  the  word  of 
God.”  In  a  communication  addressed  by  a  mem¬ 
ber  of  (he  ciassis  of  Montgomery  to  that  body 
containing  the  reasons  of  his  voluntary  separation 
from  the  Reformed  Dutch  Church,  we  meet  wiih 
the  following  declarations — ••  In  the  variou«  eccle¬ 
siastical  contests  in  which  he  has  been  engaged, 
the  undersigned  has  constantly  found  the  constitu¬ 
tion  of  the  church  made  use  of  as  a  pretext,  to 
countenance  that  which  was  wrong  aod  oppose 
that  which  was  right.  He  found  the  spirit  domiT 
oant  in  [Calviuistic]  ciassis  and  synods,  to  make 
the  question  of  constitutionality,  the  turning  point 
in  every  discussion,  and  not  only  in  their  general 
practice,  neglecting  to  refer  directly  to  the  au¬ 


thority  of  the  word  of  God^  but  even  expressing 
their  surprise  and  contempt,  wlien  a  few  dared  to 
assert  that  authority  as  paramount  to  all  other.” 
In  suppoit  of  these  allegations,  the  author  of  (he 
communication  which  contains  the  above  quota- 
tion*mentions  the  case  of  (he  Rev.  Mr.  Palmer, 
which  is  to  be  found  in  the  mirutes  of  the  general 
synod  of  the  Reformed  Dutch  Church  of  1820, 
page  37,  where  this  resolution  stands  recorded. 
Resolved,  that  the  Rev.  Mr.  Palmer,  for  haying 
expressed  a  contempt  of  the  stan^^^ards  of  the  Re¬ 
formed  Dutch  Church,  by  declaring  in  (he  pre¬ 
sence  of  (he  general  synod,  (hat  he  hopied  that  the 
day  was  not  far  off,  when  our  standards  will  be 
subservient  to  the  tcord  of  God^  be  called  upon 
b}'  the  president  to  offer  an  apology. 

Mr.  Palmer  being  called  upon,  declined  offering 
an  apology,  whereupon,  Resolved,  (hat  the  seat  of 
the  Rev.  Mr.  F'alm#r,  be  vacatf-d  on  account  of 
his  persevering  contempt  of  the  standards  of  this 
church.” 

This  impious  course  of  proceeding,  which  you 
could  not  have  forgotten,'  when  you  made  the  a- 
bove  assertion,  exhibit*  a  fair  specimen  of  the 
spirit  pervading  your  Calviuistic  synod*  and  shows 
their  profound  reverence  of  the  authority  of  (he 
word  of  God,  whenever  it  comes  in  competition 
with  their  standards  of  “mere  human  autliority.” 

You  complain  of  the  charge,  which  as  you  say, 
we  have  made  against  Calvinislic  ministers,  of 
endeavoring  to  deceive  the  people  hy  a  false  inters 
pretalion  of  their  real  doctrines  ;  and  you  attempt 
to  exculpate  yourself  from  (his  charge,  liy  appeal¬ 
ing  to  the  judgment  of  your  parishioners.  But 
does  not  your  own  conduct  confirm  it?  Do  not 
(he  assertions  contained  in  letter,  and  your 

recent  attempts' to  disprove  the  a.ssortions  of  Tile- 
nus  and  deceive  the  people  !>y  an  erroneous  inter¬ 
pretation  of  tlie  canons  of  the  .«ynod  of  Dort,  af¬ 
ford  evidence. sufficient,  that  “  th  »u  art  the  inan,*^ 
Yon  appeal  to  ail  who  have  known  and  heard  you 
since  the  day  you  hove  laboured  among  them  in  the 
minmry  of  reconciliation^  xrhelheY  you  have  shunned 
to  declare  unto  them  (he  n  tiole  counsel  of  God^  and 
whether  from  time  to  limt^you  hove  not  in  a  plain^ 
clear  and  pointed  manner^  exhibited  to  them  your 
VI  lews  of'  divine  truth  on  the  articles  of  faith  of 
your  reformtd  churches,  Afid  can  you  vi-nture  to 
make  (bis  appeal  in  the  face  of  a  community,  whom 
V«u  cannot  suppose  ign<»rant  of  the  lemporising 
policy,  which  you  in  many  instances  ado}»fed,  with 
a  view  to  the  accomplistiment  of  your  uncharita¬ 
ble  purposes.  Do  you  not  recollect,  (he  circum« 
stances,  which  have  marked  your  conduct,  wheo 
vUitiog  individuals  of  other  deDominatious  for  the 
pur|)08e  of  imposing  your  rdigious  creed,  and  art¬ 
fully  couceating  your  real  design.  When  in  (heir 
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.prP!»<'oc#»  you  fully  approved  of  certain  religious 
doctrit  es,  M  itirh  you  allerwardp  pulilicly  condemn- 
led.  1) '  you  not  feel  couocious  of  having  in  your 
of  fcconcilintion^  endeavored  (o  ingratiate 
yourself  info  the  favour  of  your  hearers,  hy  adapt- 
it>g  your  public  discourses,  to  what  you  knewwere 
their  religious  sentiments  and  opinions  ?  Do  you 
not  know  that  you  have  rendered  contrary  expo* 
lit  ions  of  the  same  subject,  at  different  places  and 
under  different  circumstances?  Have  you  not 
vnisrepresciited  the  principles  and  doctrines  of 
neighbouring  churches,  for  the  purpose  of  establish* 
ing  your  own  righteousness,  and  extending  your 
own  influence?  Have  you  not  for  the  purpose  of 
Inc  reasing  the  number  of  your  converts,  publicly 
attacked  the  faith  of  other  religious  societies,  when 
you  supposed  their  defenceless  and  destitute  state 
would  operate  in  your  favour?  And  hare  you  for^ 
gotten  the  time,  when  under  ^le  pretence  of  visiting 
the  sick,  and  administering  comfort  and  conso¬ 
lation  to  the  dying,  you  endeavored  to  impair  their 
confidence  in  your  brethren  of  the  ministry,  by 
whom  they  were  attended,  and  alienate  their  af¬ 
fections  from  the  churches  to  which  they  belong¬ 
ed  ? 

You  tell  your  parishioners,  that  controversy  is 
not  your  motive,  and  you  would  fain  make  them' 
believe  that  you  are  a  meek,  patient  and  lowly 
follower  of  Jesus.  You  style  yourself  their  ‘‘  af¬ 
fectionate  pastor  and  servant  for  ChristN  sake,” 
But  review  for  a  moment,  we  intrect  you,  your 
pa«t  career.  Have  you  not  during  your  residence 
among  us  been  constantly  engaged  in  an  open 
warfare  ^ith  every  religious  denomination  which 
asserted  its  religious  liberties  and  refused  to  sub¬ 
mit  to  the  authority^  which  you  have  attempted 
io  exercise  over  the  consciences  of  men?  Are  you 
pot  known  in  this  region,  as  a  professed  contro¬ 
versialist,  whose  element  is  contention,  and  whose 
favourite  puruit  is  to  create  divisions  among 
churches?  Do  not  your  public  discourses  abound 
wi’h  the  most  opprobrious  epithets  upon  every 
dissenter  from  your  doctrine,  whom  in  the  fervor 
of  your  holy  zeal,  you  brand  as  heretics  and  hypo¬ 
crite*?  And  will  you  pretend  to  say,  that  contro- 
versy  not  your  motive  ?  Does  not  your  conduct 
sufiiriently  show  that  you  have  inherited  the  true 
spirit  of  your  prototype,  an'd  did  you  possess  the 
power  he  once  did,  have  we  any  reason  to  doubt, 
that  you  would  not  exercise  it  in  the  manner  it 
was  exercised  by  him,  when  be  procured  the 
death  oi  a  SRRVKTri,  lor  resisting  his  ecclesias- 
tirat  authority  and  opposing  his  leiigious  ilAu- 
ence  ? 

Yi)u  “  confess  candidly”  that  you  are  a  “  Cal- 
rffiitty  As  much  as  we  regret  it, yet  we  are  con- 
straioed  to  say,  that  this  is  almost  the  only  can¬ 


did  and  frank  statement  you  have  made,  in  the 
whole  of  your  letter,  addressed  to  your  ‘‘  belov# 
ed  parishioners  and  friends,”  But  you  need  not 
have  published  this  fact  to  the  world,  your  letter 
abundantly  shows  you  to  be  a  Calvinist,  in  every 
sense  of  the  word,  for  on  every  page,  it  breathes 
a  spirit  of  persecution  and  that  while  you  was 
penning  it,  you  was  “  armed  with  panoply  com¬ 
plete”  of  unholy  “  temper,”  Are  such  letters  the 
weapons  of  thy  warfare”?  then  go  on,  the  Lu¬ 
minary  fears  them  not,  and  in  the  name  of  God. 
we  bid  you  defiance.  We  discover  nothing  in 
your  EP18TLB  which  marks  you  as  a  man  of  can¬ 
dour  and  charity  at  a  Christian”  or  even  the 
meek,  mild,  charitable  and  patient”  divine  ;  but 
a  true  disciple  of  the  synod  of  Dort,  “  that  venera¬ 
ble,  learned  and  pious  body  of  men,  a  synod,  the 
like  of  which  the  world  has  not  seen  since”  for 
persecution,  cruelty  and  injustice. 

With  these  remarks  we  dismiss  you,  perhaps, 
never  to  notice  you  again,  in  a  public  manner, 
unle«s  the  cause  of  Christianity  should  compel  us, 
and  then  we  shall  treat  you  as  a  man  professing 
religion,  and  a  follower  of  the  meek  and  lowly  Je¬ 
sus,  with  mildness  and  moderation,  but  yet  with 
firmness ;  and  in  the  uiean  time  it  will  be  well  for 
both  of  us,  to  remember  and  bear  in  mind  that 
great  command  thou  sbalt  not  bear  false  wit¬ 
ness  against  thy  neighbor.” 

FOR  THE  LUMINARY. 

A  printed  letter  addressed  by  John  F.  Scher- 
merhoro  to  his  parishioners,  evidently  calculated 
to  evade  the  question  of  the  real  difference  between 
the  Calvinists  and  (heir  opponents,  is  my  excuse 
for  the  following  remarks  and  historical  extracts. 

According  to  the  providence  of  God,  the  Chris¬ 
tian  family  has  been  suffered  to  be  divided  into 
many  religious  sects,  each  of  whom  bold  to  some 
tenets  derived  from  the  same  book,  which  are  pe¬ 
culiar  to  itself.  But  the  most  important  point  on 
which  Christians  in  this  region  differ,  is  what  is 
commonly  considered  the  divine  decrees,  John 
Calvin  who  was  horn  at  the  conunencement  of  the 
sixteenth  century,  acted  a  distinguished  pari  in 
the  reformation  which  coni’i.enced  about  that  pe¬ 
riod,  He  introdui  ed  doctruu  s  into  the  church 
which  had  before  his  time,  almost  slept  m  silence. 
These  embraced  a  peculiar  interpretation  of  the 
divine  decrees ;  and  upon  the  promulgation  of 
these  doctrines,  which  to  many  appeared  extraor¬ 
dinary  in  their  character,  great  divisoos  took 
place  in  both  the  clerical  and  lay  oiembers  of  the 
church.  About  the  close  of  this  century  Armeni- 
lis  became  a  very  distinguished  leader  in  opposi¬ 
tion  to  .the  Calvioistic  principles,  and  which  by 
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his  extraordinary  talents  he  opposed  with  wonder* 
ful  effeet.  The  opportunity  which  this  con¬ 
troversy,  and  which  in  a  measure  became  serious, 
particularly  in  Moliaud,  afforded,  was  embraced 
by  Maurice,  who  aiming  at  sovereign  power  at 
that  time,  and  finding  his  design  susfierted  and 
opposed  by  the  Armenians,  attached  himself  to 
the  Calvinists,  who  eagerly  embraced  this  oppor. 
tunity  which  now  offered  itself  hy  attaching  them¬ 
selves  to  his  cause,  and  fhrougiji  his  tnduence  and 
power  hoped  soon  to  destroy  their  adversaries  the 
Armenians;  consequently  they  were  persecuted 
and  arraigned  for  promulgating  heretical  doctrines^ 
injurious  to  the  church  and  dangerous  to  the  state. 
As  these  proceedings  lead  to  the  convent  ion  o^ 
the  synod  of  Dorl  it  will  be  proper  here  to  state 
what  was  the  real  controversy  between  the  two 
sects  at  this  time.  The  Armenians  contended 
that  the  election  of  which  the  scriptures  speak  is 
not  an  absolute  and  uncondition  il  election  and 
they  argued  that  an  election  of  this  kind  is  in¬ 
consistent  with  the  character  of  God,  that  it  de¬ 
stroys  the  liberty  of  the  human  will,  that  it  con¬ 
tradicts  the  language  of  scripture,  and  that  it 
tends  to  encourage  a  careless  and  licentious  prac¬ 
tice  in  those  by  whom  it  is  believed.  They  main¬ 
tained  that  God  has  elected  those  only,  who  ac¬ 
cording,  not  to  his  decree,  but  his  foreknowledge 
nnd  in  the  excercise  of  their  natural  powers  of 
self  determination,  actingunder  the  Influence  of  hit 
grace  would  possess  that  faith  and  holiness  to  which 
salvation  is  annexed  in  the  gospel  scheme.  And 
those  who  are  nof  elected  are  allowed  to  perish 
not  because  they  were  not  elected,  but  merely 
and  solely  in  consequence  of  their  infidelity  and 
disobedience;  on  account, indeed, of  which  infidelity 
and  disobedience  being  foreknown  by  God  their 
election  did  not  take  place*  They  held  that 
Christ  died  for  all  men  in  the  literal  and  unre¬ 
stricted  sense  of  that  phrase  ;  that  his  atonement 
is  able,  both  from  its  own  merit,  and  from  the 
intention  of  him  who  appointed  it,  to  expiate  the 
guilt  of  every  individual ;  that  every  individual  is 
invited  to  partake  of  the  benefits  which  it  has 
procured  ;  that  the  grace  of  God  is  offered  to 
make  the  will  comply  with  this  invitation,  hut  that 
this  grace  may  be  resi.«fed  and  rendered  ineffectual 
by  (he  sinners  perversity.”  On  (he  contrary  the 
Calvinists  held  “  That  God  had  elected  a  certain 
portion  of  the  human  race  to  eternal  life,  passing 
by  (he  rest,  or  rather  dooming  them  to  everlasting 
destruction  ;  that  God’s  election  proceeds  upon 
no  prescience  of  the  moral  principles  and  charac¬ 
ter  of  those  whom  he  had  thus  predestinated,  but 
originated  solely  in  the  motives  oi  his  »ree  aod  sove¬ 
reign  mertj* — that  Christ  died  for  the  elect  only, 
and  therefore  (hat  the  merits  ol  his  death  can  avail 


for  (he  salvation  of  none  hut  them ;  and  that  they 
are  constrained  hy  the  irresistible  power  of  divine 
grace  to  accept  of  him  as  tlieir  divine  saviour.” — 
To  settle  these  points  in  controversy  and  the  more 
effectually  to  put  down  the  pretended  heresies  as 
above  stated,  maintained  by  the  Armenians  ;  that 
famous  synod  of  Dort  the  like  of  which  the 
world  has  not  seen  since”  was  convened  in  tlje 
year  1618,  under  (he  auspices  of  Maurice  and  his 
coadjutors  ;  and  W'as  composed  of  ecclesiastical 
deputies  from  England,  Scotland,  Switzerland, 
firemen,  Hes^e,  and  the  Palatinate,  besides  the 
ecclesiastical  and  lay  representatives  of  the  re¬ 
formed  churches  in  the  united  provinces — the 
German  Reformed  excepted. 

“  The  conduct  of  this  synod  has  been  applauded 
by  some  and  condemned  by  others — on  the  one 
hand  it  has  been  placed  above  every  other  synod 
since  the  apostolic  age ;  on  the  other  it  has  been 
charged  with  injustice  and  cruelly,  and  burlesqued 
in  such  lines  as  these — 

Dordrecht!  synodus  nodus  ;  chorus  integer,  aeger ; 
Conventus,  ventus;  sessio,  stramen,  amen. 

Neal  remarks  that  it  behaved  as  well  as  most 
assemblies  of  a  similar  kind  have  done  ‘‘  who  have 
pretended  to  esfablish  articles  for  other  men’s 
faith  with  penal  sanctions This  says  but  very 
little  (bp  the  synod  of  Dort ;  though^  perhaps  it  is 
even  ibore  than  can  be  said  with  truth.  Martinius 
of  firemen  seems  to  have  spoken  more  correctly, 
when  he  told  his  friend  ‘‘  I  believe  now  what 
Gregory  Nazienzen  says,  that  he  had  never  see* 
any  council  attended  with  good  effects,  but  that 
it  always  increased  the  evil  rather  than  removed 
it.  I  declare  as  well  as  (hat  father  that  I  will 
never  set  my  foot  in  any  synod  again.  O  Dort ! 
Dort !  would  to  God  1  had  never  seen  thee  !”  The 
Armenians,  it  is  probable  asked  more  indulgence, 
than  (hey  had  a  right  to  ex;)ert ;  but  it  is  certain 
also,  that  ihe  treetment  which  th^y  received  from 
(he  synod,  was  ai  hitr  ary  ^faithless  and  opprestive. 
They  were  at  length  found  guilty  oi  heresy,  and 
of  hostility  to  (heir  country  and  its  religion.  And 
(he  measures  adopted  against  them  in  consequence 
of  (his  sentence,  w'ere  of  the  most  severe  and  rigor^ 
oirj  kind.  They  were  excommunicated  ;  they  were 
driven  from  all  their  offices  civil  and  ecclesiastical  J 
their  ministers  were  prohibited  from  preaching . 
and  their  congregations  were  suppressed.  Refusing 
to  submit  to  the  two  last  of  these  hard  decrees, 
(hey  were  subjected  to  fine,  imprisonment  and  va¬ 
rious  other  puni^ihmeots.” 

We  have  every  reason  to  believe  that  the 
transactions  which  took  place  at  Dt'rt,  and  the 
fdrong  measur'^s  by  which  they  were  succeeded 
did  more  go*  d  than  baru»  to  ih^^  cause  of  Artne- 
uianiam.  The  injustice  and  ciuelt^  with  which 
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the  .4rmpni'aD!t  were  treated^  awakened  compas* 
won  and  produced  a  powerful  bias  in  their  favor/’ 
After  the  synod  of  Dort  (“  the  like  of  which 
the  woHd  has  not  seen  since”)  Armenianism  made 
great  progress  among  the  reformed  in  various 
parts  of  the  continent,  as  well  as  in  the  united 
provinces.  Many  of  the  protectants  in  France 
imbibed  it  from  conviction  of  its  truth  ;  and  more 
were  constrained  to  pay  respect  to  it  from  a  sea¬ 
sonable  complaisance  to  the  Catholics,  who  were 
extremly  indignant  at  the  synod  ;  which  complai¬ 
sance,  however,  gave  way  in  processs  of  time  to 
better  motive^.  In  Bremen,  Brandenberg  and 
other  churches  of  Germany,  it  soon  acquired  an 
'extensive  and  permanent  footing — and  even  in 
Genera,  wh^re  Calvinism  had  flourished  so  long 
and  so  extensively,  it  took  up  its  residence,  and 
and  in  the  course  of  a  few  years  prevailed  so  much, 
that  the  Genevese,  might  almost  be  denominated 
an  Armenian  church.” 

“  The  canons  of  this  synod  [of  Dort]  contained 
in  five  chapters,  relate  to  what  are  commonly 
called  the  Jire  points^  viz : 

1.  Particular  and  unconditional  election. 

2.  Particular  redemption,  or  the  limitation  of 
the  saving  eflects  of  Christ’s  death  to  the  elect 
only. 

3  The  total  corruption  of  human  nature,  and 
the  total  moral  inability  of  man  in  his  fallen  state. 

4.  “  The  irresistability  o^  divine  grace. 

5.  And  the  final  per«everance  of  the  saints. 
All  of  which  are  declared  by  this  synod  to 

be  the  true  and  only  doctrines  of  scripture.” 

From  the  foregoing,  extracts  which  are  taken 
from  the  Edinburgh  Encyclopedia,  articles  “  con¬ 
fession”  and  Armenianism,”  we  have  perhaps  as 
impartial  an  account  of  the  synod  of  Dort,  and  its 
proceedings,  as  could  be  expected  from  the  pen  of 
a  man  who  is  a  Calvinist  by  profession  him«elf, 
Dr.  Brewster.  And  we  certainly  have  a  risrht  to 
place  the  utmost  confidence  in  his  account  which 
he  gives  as  the  ground*  of  difference  between  the 
Calvinists  and  the  Armenians.  Now  then  if  what 
he  says  were  the  tenets  of  the  Calvinists  in  1618, 
and  the  five  doctrinal  points  which  were  solemnly 
established  by  the  synod  of  Dort  at  that  time  and 
which  was,  as  Mr.  Schermerhorn  says  in  his  letter, 
page  15,  such  a  “venerable,  learned  and  pious 
body  of  men,  a  synod,  the  like  of  which  the  world 
has  not  seen  since,”  it  appears  to  roe  that  the 
whole  eflTort  of  his  letter  is  aimed  at  a  shadow. 
Because,  as  I  understand  the  question,  it  is  not 
pretended  by  the  editor  of  the  Luminary,  nor  by 
any  of  those  who  think  with  him,  on  this  great 
and  cardinal  question,  that  the  Calvinists  hold  to 
any  other  doctrines  than  those  Dr.  Bre«wter  im¬ 
putes  to  them,  to  wit :  “  That  God  has  elected  a 


certain  portion  of  the  hutnan  race  to  eternal 
passing  by  the  rest^  or  rather  dooming  them  to  etfcr- 
lasting  destruction  ;  that  God^s  election  proceeds 
upon  no  prescience  of  the  moral  principles  and 
charaeterof  Ihose  whom  he  has  thus  predestinated ybut 
originates  solely  in  the  motives  of  his  free  and  sove¬ 
reign  grace—  that  Christ  died  for  the  elect  only^ 
and  there  fore  that  the  merits  of  his  death  can  avail 
for  the  salvation  of  none  but  them  ;  and  that  they 
art  constrained  by  the  irresistible  power  of  divine 
grace  to  accept  of  him  as  their  divine  Serriour.” 

And  as  Mr.  S.  in  his  letter,  page  6,  says  “  f 
confess  candidly  1.  am  a  Calvinist,  not  because  1 
implicitly  adopt,  or  bold  myself  responsible  for 
every  opinion  he  has  advanced,  or  every  expres¬ 
sion  he  has  used  ;  but  because  that  system  of  reli¬ 
gion  which  Calvin  taught,  and  goes  by  his  name^ 
contains  substantially  the  dcctriues  of  grace,  the 
essentia]  and  fundamental  doctrines  of  the  gospel ; 
so  that  the  mao  that  [who]  undertakes  to  oppose 
Calvinism  opposes  the  truth  as  it  is  in  Christ.” 
I  am  therefore  fully  authorized  to  conclude  (as  he 
acknowledges  himself)  that  he  is  a  Calvinist  ac¬ 
cording  to  the  general  and  acknowledged  accepta¬ 
tion  of  the  term  ;  because  he  cannot  be  ignorant, 
in  the  first  place,  that  the  account  of  Dr,  Brews¬ 
ter,  which  is  given  in  so  general  a  work  as  that 
of  the  Encyclopedia  (being  himself  a  professed 
Calvinist)  is  universally  received  and  considered 
as  the  faith  of  the  Calvinists  ;  and  secondly  that 
the  Calvinists  hold  the  five  points,  as  declared 
by  the  synod  of  Dort  “  to  be  the  true  and  only 
doctrines  of  scripture.”  It  is  upon  this  ground 
that  the  Luminary  and  its  supporters  are  willing 
to  meet  Calvinism  ;  and  I  trust  they  are  able  both 
from  scripture  and  common  sense  to  refute  such 
absurd  notions  of  the  Deity,  and  his  partial  scheme 
for  the  redemption  of  sinners.  It  may  be  conve¬ 
nient  for  men  whose  deeds  are  dark  to  overshadow 
them  by  (he  irresistible  decrees  of  a  mysterious 
Deity,  and  deny  themselves  all  controul  over  a  will 
apparently  free  ;  but  rest  assured,  that  those  who 
have  no  other  dependence  than  the  mere  sovereign 
mercy  of  God  to  recommend  them  to  his  kingdom, 
will  fall  short  of  obtaining  it.  Do  not  flatter 
yourselves  of  what  your  heavenly  father  has  de¬ 
termined  for  you,  but  strive  yourselves  to  obtain 
his  grace,  and  he  will  reward  you  openly. 

Our  polemic  publications  on  religious  questions 
are  not  always  conducted  with  that  candour  and 
Christian  humility  which  ought  to  characterize 
the  sincere  followers  of  the  c  ross ;  and  I  am  ap¬ 
prehensive  that  Mr.  S.  was  under  the  impulse 
of  feelings  at  the  time  he  wrote  his  letter  which 
were  not  strictly  charitable  to  his  neighbor, 
because  he  condescends  to  make  a  charge  of 
plagiarism  on  a  point  of  mere  etiquette  in  which 
he  himself  is  unfortunately  in  an  error  in  my 
humble  conception.  The  charge  is  that  the  edi¬ 
tor  has  copied  quotations  from  Calvin,  Heylin  and 
Usher  from  Tomline’s  Refutation  of  Calvinu^m, 
and  has  given  them  as  extracts  from  the  ori¬ 
ginal  authors.  Who  hut  the  original  author  is 
to  be  credited  for  what  he  says.’  oot  a  copy- 
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ist  certainly ;  for  there  might  be  twenty,  and 
according  to  Mr.  S’s.  rule  you  have  no  right  to 
publish  what  has  been  published  2U0  years'  ago 
and  copied  20  different  times  by  as  many  differ¬ 
ent  authors,  and  without  naming  them  all,  without 
being  guilty  of  right  down  plagiaritm.  And 
again ;  though  it  seems  rather  ungenerous  to  ex¬ 
pose  a  raan^s  ignorance  of  the  English  language, 
yet  when  he  sets  himself  up  as  a  critic,  I  think  it 
a  challenge  upon  his  own  correctness.  Now  1 
would  ask  in  what  does  plagiarism  consist.^  It 
consists  in  a  liteiary  theft,  the  adoption  of  the 
thoughts  and  works  of  another,  without  giving 
him  credit  as  the  author ;  but  converting  them 
to  our  own  use,  credit  and  fame.  Now  I  would 
humbly  ask  has  the  editor  of  the  Luminary  ar¬ 
rogated  to  himself  for  his  own  literary  fame  any 
thing  whereof  he  stands  charged?  1  answer  no. 
Then  is  not  Mr.  S.  ignorant  of  the  term  he  so 
uncourteously  has  employed  ? 

A  LAYMAN. 

Him  being  delivered  by  the  determinate 
ceiinsel  and  foreknowledge  ol  God.  Acts 
ii.  23. 

Here  note,  (1)  that  in  scripture,  that  is 
said  to  be  done  by  the  determinate  coun¬ 
sel  of  God.  which  is  done  according  to  what 
he  had  written  and  declared  in  his  word, 
all  his  predictions  concerning  things  future 
being  declarations  and  determinations  that 
they  shall  come  to  pass ;  The  son  of  man 
goeth  as  it  ts  written  of  hirh^  saith  bt. 
Matthew,  xxvi.  24.  kata  to  orlsmenon.  as 
it  is  determined  by  God  concerning  A/m, 
Luke  xxii.  22.  Note,  (2.)  That  in  order 
to  the  completion  of  this  prediction,  it  was 
necessary  that  God  shuild  suffer  Chri-t  to 
fall  into  the  hands  of  wicked  men,  tor  they 
could  have  no  power  over  him,  unless  it 
•were  thus:  given  them  from  above,  (John  xix. 
11.)  and  that  he  should  lay  no  restraints 
upon  them  from  execuiin"  their  malicious 
designs  upou  him ;  and  this  unrestrained 
permission  is  all  that  is  or  can  be  sign! Bed 
by  God’s  delivering  Christ  up  into  their 
hands.  Note,  (3.)  That  this  permission 
cloth  neither  hinder  nor  abjfe  their  sin  in 
crucifying  Chri.st  ;  for  noiwiihstaiiding  this, 
it  is  plainly  said,  that  they  by  wicked 
hands  had  crucified  him.  Htnce  ihcrefore 
it  doth  only  follow,  I.  That  God  foresaw 
what  he  foretold,  that  Chrisi  would  suffer 
by  the  hands  of  wicked  men-  2.  That 
when  their  malice  should  incline  them  to 
bring  him  to  these  sufferings,  he  had  de¬ 
termined  not  rointer|3ose  by  his  immediate 
power  to  hinder  them  fioiii  doing  it,  but 
rather  to  permit  them  to  do  so.  Bui  then 
it  must  bo  noted,  that  every  Divine  pcinifs 
sion  ol  whut  God  baib  forbidden  men  to  do,* 
and  ol  wliat  he  rc(|uires  ilicm  to  lepent  of 
when  they  hrtve  done  il,  as  God  doin  by 
Pc^er  here,  is  a  pciiuission  of  what  he 


would  not  have  done  by  them,  whom  be 
forbids  to  cto  it,  and  a  permission  of  that 
which  cannot  be  done  by  them  without  sin, 
lor  of  that  only  are  we  called  to  repent.  Hence 
therefore  it  must  fullow,that  this  foreknowl¬ 
edge  and  determinate  counsel  of  God  can 
be  no  intimation  of  his  will,  that  any  man 
should  do  what  he  forbids  him  to  do,  but 
only  of  his  will  to  permit  the  action  to  be 
done  ;  for  God  cannot  will  that  any  one 
should  do  what  he  forbids,  t.  t.  wills  he 
should  not  do.  Nor,  secondly,  can  it  lay 
on  any  person  a  necessity  of  doing  what  he 
thus  determines  to  permit,  for  then  it  must 
remove  the  sin,  because  it  takes  away  the 
freedom  of  the  action,  k  reuders  it  not  mine, 
but  his,  that  laid  upon  me  the  Cinavoidable 
necessity  of  doing  it.  ft  only  doth  suppose 
that  God  can  ^e  and  foretell  what  man,  not 
hindered  by  him,  but  left  to  his  own  incli¬ 
nations,  will  do;  and  if  tliat  foresight  bath 
any  ii^fluence  upon  the  will  to  make  the  ac¬ 
tion  necessary,  then  (1.)  not  only  all  our 
actions  must  be  necessary,  they  being  all 
foreseen,  but  also  God  must  foresee  that 
they  are  necessary,  for  he  foresees  them  as 
they  are  in  their  causes,  and  doth  not  by 
foreseeing  m^ke  them,  t.  e,  cause  them  so 
to  be,  since  that  must  necessarily  make  him 
tiie  cause  of  all  the  sinful  actions  he  fore- 
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secs.— Commintary. 

CJLVIJS'/SM 


SYNOD  or  DOHT. 

Of  Divine  Predestination, 

Anx.  VI.  That  some  receive  the  gift  of 
faith  trom  God,  and  others  do  not  receive 
it,  proceeds  from  God’s  eternal  decree, 

‘‘  For  known  Onto  God  are  all  his  works 
from  the  beginning  of  the  world.*’  Acts  xv, 
13.  Eph.  i,  II.  According  to  which  de¬ 
cree,  he  graciously  softens  the  hearts  of  the 
elect,  however,  oAW/wafe,  and  inclines  them 
to  believe  ;  while  he  leaves  the  non-elect  in 
liis  just  juclgiAent  to  ineir  own  ^wickedness 
and  obduracy,  Atid  herein  is  e^p>ccia)iy 
diaplayed  the  prolound,  the  mercilul,  and 
at  the  same  lime  the  righteous  discrimina^ 
tzon  between  men,  equally  involved  in  ruin  y 
or  I  hat  decree  of  election  hiu)  refirohation^  • 
revealed  in  the  word  of  God,  which  though 
men  of  perverse,  impure  and  unstable 
minds,  wrest  to  their  destruction,  yet  to 
hoiy  and  pious  Souls  uffoids  uiispeakablc 
consolation. 

Art.  VII  Election  is  the  unchangeable 
piir[)ose  ol  God,  whereby,  before  the  foun- 
datit'i)  of  the  world,  he  hath,  out  of  mere 
grace,  according  to  the  sovereign  good 
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fileafture  of  his  own  %vilU  chosen,  from  (he 
whole  human  race,  which  had  fallen  through 
their  own  fault,  from  their  primitive  state 
of  reefitnde,  into  sin  and  destruction,  a 
certain  number  of  persons  to  redemption  in 
Christ,  whom  he  from  eternity  appointed 
the  mediator  and  head  of  the  elects  and  the 
foundation  of  salvation. 

This  elect  number,  though  by  nature 
neither  better  nor  more  deserving  than 
others,  but  with  them  involved  in  one  com¬ 
mon  misery,  God  hath  decreed  to  give  to 
Christ,  to  be  saved  by  him,  and  effectually 
to  call  and  dmw  them  to  his  communion  by 
his  word  and  spirit,  to  bestow  upon  them 
true  faith,  justification  and  sanctification; 
and  having  powerfully  preserved  them  in  the 
fellowship  of  his  son,  finally,  to  glorify 
them  for  the  demonstration  of  his  mercy, 
and  lor  the  praise  of  the  riches  of  his  glori¬ 
ous  grace,  as  it  is  written,  Eph.  i,  4,  5,  6. 
Rom.  viii,  30. 

Art.  VIII.  There  are  not  various  de 
crees  of  election,  but  one  and  the  same  de¬ 
cree  respecting  all  those,  who  shall  be 
saved,  both  under  the  old  and  new  testa¬ 
ment  :  Since  the  scripture  declares  the 
good  fileasure^  purpose  and  counsel  of  the 
divine  will  to  be  one,  according  to  which  he 
hath  chosen  us  from  eternity  both  to  grace, 
and  to  glory,  to  salvation  and  the  way  of 
salvation,  which  he  hath  ordained  that  we 
should  walk  therein. 

Art  IX.  This  election  was  not  founded 
upon  foreseen  faith,  and  the  obedience  of 
faith,  holiness,  or  any  other  good  quality  or 
disposition  in  man,  as  the  prerequisite, 
cause  or  condition  on  which  it  depended  ; 
but  arc  chosen  to  faith  and  to  the  obedience 
of  faith,  holiness,  &c.  therefore  election  is 
the  fountain  of  every  saving  good  ;  from 
which  proceed  faith,  holiness  and  the  other 
gifts  of  salvation,  and  finally  eternal  life  itself, 
as  its  fruits  and  effects,  according  to  that 
of  the  apostle.  ‘‘ He  hath  chosen  us  (not 
because  we  were)  but  that  we  should  be 
holy,  and  without  blame  before  him  in  love.’* 
Ephes.  i,  4. 

Art.  X.  The  good  filcasure  of  God  is 
the  sole  cause  of  this  gracious  election, 
which  doth  not  consist  herein,  that  God 
foreseeing  all  possible  qualities  or  human 
actions,  elected  certain  of  these,  as  a  condi¬ 
tion  of  Salvation  ;  but  that  he  was  fileased 
out  of  the  common  mass  of  sinners  to  adopt 
some  certain  persons  as  a  peculiar  people 
to  himself,  as  it  is  written.  For  the  chil¬ 
dren  being  not  yet  born,  neither  having  done 
aiiy  good  or  evil  See.”  “  It  was  said  (name- 
Iv  to  Rebecca)  the  cider  shall  serve  the 


younger ;  as  it  is  written,  Jacob  have  I  loved, 
but  Esau  have  I  hated.”  Rom.  ix.  11,  12, 
13.  ‘‘And  as  many  as  were  ordained  to 
eternal  life  believed.^'  Acts,  xiii.  48. 

Art.  XI.  And  as  God  himself  is  most 
wise,  unchangeable,  omniscient  and  omnipo¬ 
tent,  so  the  election  made  by  him  can 
neither  be  interrupted  nor  changed,  iccall- 
ed  or  annulled,  neither  can  the  elect  be  cast 
away,  nor  their  number  diminished. 

Art.  XV.  What  peculiarly  tends  to  illus¬ 
trate  and  recommend  to  us  the  eternal  and 
unmerited  grace  of  electiou,  is  the  express 
testimony  of  sacred  scripture,  that  not  all, 
but  some  only  arc  elected,  while  others  are 
passed  by  in  the  eternal  decree ;  whom  God, 
out  of  his  sovereignj  most  just.irreprchen- 
sibleand  unchangeable  good  /2/ra«ttrr,  hath 
decreed  to  leave  in  the  common  misery  in¬ 
to  which  they  have  wilfully  plunged  them¬ 
selves,  and  not  to  bestow  upon  them  saving 
faith  and  the  ^race  of  ronversion  ;  but  per¬ 
mitting  them  in  his  just  judgment  to  follow 
their  own  ways  at  last  for  the  declaration 
of  his  justice,  to  condemn  and  punish  them 
foiever,  not  only  on  account  of  their  unbe¬ 
lief  but  also  for  all  their  other  sins  And 
this  is  the  decree  of  reprobation  which  by 
CO  means  makes  God  the  author  of  sin, 
(the  very  thought  of  which  is  blasphemy) 
but  declares  him  to  be  an  awful,  irreprehen- 
sible,  and  righteous  judge  and  avenger. 

Art.  XVII.  Since  we  are  to  judge  of  the 
will  of  God.  from  his  word,  which  testifies 
that  the  children  of  believers  arc  holy,  not 
by  nature,  but  in  virtue  of  the  covenant  of 
grace,  in  which  they  together  with  the  pa¬ 
rents  are  comprehended,  godiy  parents  have 
no  reason  to  doubt  of  the  election,  and  sal¬ 
vation  of  their  children^  whom  it  pleaseth 
God,  to  call  out  of  this  life  in  their  infancy* 

TO  CORRESPONDENTS. 

“Clericus”  on  St.  PauFs  epistle  to  the 
Romans  and  “  Wesley”  are  received,  and 
will  appear  in  our  oext. 

Wc  have  received  several  communica¬ 
tions  ofi  the  subject  of  Mr.  Schermei  horn’s 
letter,  some  of  which  may  probably  appear 
in  our  next  nun»ber. 
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